views of Gray, 4 who based an argument for a form of sacral kingship at Ugarit on the Keret and Aqhat texts, and de Tarragon, 5 who challenged Gray's views but who argued that what separated the literary texts describing the kings from other texts 6 which reflected royal activity was primarily a matter of chronology, Petersen went so far as to say: 'I believe it is far better to follow Liverani and let aqht and krt belong to the world of the fairy tale'. 7 He would presumably consign Danel to the world of the fairy tale along with his son! The implication is not just that he believes Keret, Danel and Aqhat to have been fictional rather than historical characters, a judgement which seems likely to be entirely justified. It is rather being suggested that the presentation of the king as a righteous ruler is not merely idealistic but fantastic.
This prompted a revisiting of the Keret and Danel stories with a series of questions in mind: Insofar as there is such a thing as a consensus about aspects of the contents of the texts from Ugarit, it seems generally agreed that Keret and Danel were depicted as kings, and that one of their functions was that of dispenser of justice. That Keret was a king is made clear in the texts and, in his translation of the texts into English, Wyatt heads the Keret texts as 'The Story of King Keret'. 8 The verbal evidence is as follows:
